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AMENDMENTS TO THE DRAWINGS 

Please amend Fig. 1 as shown below. 

Sheet 1 include changes to Fig. 1 - please change reference numeral "22" to - 23 --; and 
please change reference numeral "23" to - 22 — ; 

One Replacement Sheet 

One Annotated Sheet 
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REMARKS 

This is in full and timely response to the Official Action mailed January 19, 2006. 
Reconsideration and reexamination are respectfully considered. 

Priority Claim 

It is also noted with appreciation that the certified copies of the priority documents have 
been received by the USPTO and acknowledged by the Examiner. 

Drawings 

The drawings have been amended as requested by the Examiner. Specifically, Fig. 1 is 
amended to show the "MAIN CIRCUIT" as reference numeral 22 and the eDRAM as reference 
numeral 23 to conform to the specification as filed, and to be consistent with Fig 2. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

An Information Disclosure Statement is provided to present two items of information: 
(1) a copy of JP 2002-170933 with its English language abstract, referred to and discussed 
briefly at the top of page 2 of the specification as filed; and (2) a copy of JP Patent No. 
3,724,472 showing that the amended claims substantially as here presented have been allowed in 
Japan. 



Claims 

Claims 1 to 8 were pending in this application as filed. Each of those claims was rejected 
under 35 USC §103 as being unpatentable over Goto, USP 6,664,148 in view of Vajapey, USP 
5,842,028. Without indicating acquiescence in or agreement with the statement of the rejection, 
the claims are here amended to conform substantially with those allowed in the corresponding JP 
patent based on the JP priority application. 

Specifically, the examiner had noted that Goto does not teach including an interrupt 
means for executed an interrupt according to the wakeup information when changing the 
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operation mode of the integrated circuit from the standby mode to the normal mode. Vajapey 
was thus relied upon for a teaching of a process of waking up allegedly motivated by Goto. This 
position is respectfully traversed, in that selection of Vajapey is motivated by the teachings of 
the Applicant rather than any reason found in either reference why the teachings of Vajapey are 
aptly motivated for inclusion in Goto. This is particularly so because Vajapey was in existence 
prior to the filing of the parent application of the cited Goto reference. 

Nonetheless, the claims here are amended, as supported by Figs. 1 and 2 and the 
accompanying text. The apparatus claim now calls for an electronic apparatus 1 that supplies 
power to a system LSI 1 comprising a main circuit (as renumbered from 23 to 22 in Fig. 1), the 
main circuit having at lest a CPU 60 (Fig. 2), power being supplied to the main circuit 22 from a 
first power supplying means L22. A standby controlling circuit 21 (Figs. 1 and 2) is disposed in 
the integrated circuit 2, power being supplied to the standby controlling circuit at L21 (Figs. 1 
and 2) when the standby control circuit is in an operation mode and a standby mode (see pages 9 
and 10, for example, of the specification as filed. The functioning of the standby - wakeup 
controlling circuit 41 is described at pages 10 to 17 of the specification as field. Simply stated, a 
main features of the now-claimed invention of claim 1 is that when a wakeup cause takes place, 
the circuit 41 holds information about the wakeup cause in the standby mode and turns on the 
first power supply means to turn on power of the main circuit, and where the CPU of the main 
circuit identifies the wakeup cause and executes a process corresponding to the wakeup cause. 
See especially page 17, lines 8 to 20 of the specification as filed. 

As to the process claim, in addition to the discussion above, see also the steps in Figs. 4 

and 5. 

At least the "wherein" statements of amended claim 1 and the three process steps of 
causing as set forth in amended claim 8 are not found in this combination in the cited references, 
as originally considered by the examiner and cited here. 
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Reexamination and reconsideration of amended claims 1 and 8 are respectfully 

requested. Claims 1 to 7 are cancelled to expedite closing prosecution consistent with the 
prosecution of the foreign priority application. 

Dated: April 18, 2006 Respectfull/suljUiJ 

By_ 

Ronald f. K^anen 

Registration No.: 24,104 
RADER, FISHMAN & GRAUER PLLC 
1233 ioth Street, N.W. 
Suite/sO 1 

Washington, DC 20036 
(20|) 955-3750 
Attorney for Applicant 
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- Redline and Substitute Specification 
IDS 

Drawings 
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